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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussion was had with regard to "navigation options" and 
"hyperlinks" of claim 1, concluding, that these are two separate and distinct elements, and as such, were not clearly 
cited in the Final Rejection as referencing two separate elements. A new Final Action is hereby sent and time period 
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